10/24/72 PH-Jia ejad I are both in bad time biridG on toy matters. They will not scend soon. 
bo, imiess he fools otherwise after roaiing your 10/20 to both us , please accept tMs as 
his ;inawer also, to ir, ItjaviniC torn for a vfhile in a few days also. In my belief Bidckson's 
letter marks him as one of the 'w'iser of rtjcent deputy AG's, or one who brou,'^it in his own 
assistants, vice the lilces of dolapp. Tiiis is a shrewd putoff. Ilo’wevpr, I tliinl: it uorlcs to 
your advantage for sexveral reasons. Pirst, it holds your rights and options op«jn indofinitoly. 
You liave everything to gain by reasonable delay. Second, he virtually com; its him- 

self to iP-Vo you tliose papers if the court of appeals rules in ay favor, hy own view is that 
should I prevail, BJ xiill go to the Guprene Court. ^ nay then delay you fiuther, in which 
event, with this record and any other you nay build, your inCcojcrt position should b;,- better. 
You 'Can argue his asking you to vjait is deliberate dedeption for he knows now tiiat ho vdll 
appe<al an adverse (to gov't) ruling. If you. disagree, or if you agree mid. arc again turned 
down, I think rather than apiiealing to Aleindienst (don't under any circumstiinccs Luitil 
after inauguration l/73) go back to Erickson and ask lELm what law was being enfrocea. There 
is oalje one possible, and that will confim your belief and ny ow/ii. He wili invoke Internal 
Security. There is a nev? decision "im is to get, Aspin. It says that there nust be a real 
law-fsnforcement purpose. I believe this extension over what was required of the court was 
prompted by outrage over i-jhat Sirica did in my case. If E doesn’t respond, invoke the liinguage 
of Aspin. I tijinl: you must really delay nov/ in your own interest, lining your ducks up as 
you line you book. This will formulate things in your mind for the suit if you file. If you 
proceed further nov; you must first determine that you vn.!! go to court au'd then that you 
can under circumstances that v-ri.ll not be hurtful to other i'OI suits, lii:e Hichols and drown. 
There is no parallel in my suit. He lias a better case in yours, so this also prompts me to 
recoa:;ond waiting. Yours could, despite his letter, fall vvithin tiis and otlier exemptions. 

You huva a weakness (in 0 in N.O. ) in that tlie Coni.ission actually refused to consider, so 
arguing tha the FBI did for them is in this case very weak. They would not lock at the file, 
bo if this can or might be produced is T prevail, v;e are all far ahead. Hurriedly, B/ 



